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PUBLIC COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Letters of comment received as a result of the public review of the Draft EA are included in this
appendix. All of the letters received are listed below. Copies of these letters follow, along with
the responses. 

Comment Letter Page

1—Billy Thompson, Minidoka Irrigation District, Burley, Idaho...............................................C-2

2—Steve Bouffard, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Rupert, Idaho ............................................C-3

3—David Parrish, Idaho Department of Fish and Game, Jerome, Idaho ....................................C-5

4—Susan Pengilly Neitzel, State Historic Preservation Office, Boise, Idaho.............................C-7
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1—Billy Thompson, Minidoka Irrigation District,
Burley, Idaho

1-1 Determining parcels for relinquishment and/or
disposal is a joint process between Reclamation and
the Irrigation Districts. Also, the relinquishment
and/or disposal process can take up to 10 years to be
completed. The maps in the EA do not represent a
final conclusion about which lands may be
relinquished, but are instead a representation of what
Reclamation believes to be needed at this time. If it is
discovered that parcels currently identified for
relinquishment and/or disposal will be needed for
project purposes, the parcels will be retained.

1-1
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2—Steve Bouffard, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Rupert,
Idaho

2-1 Comment noted.

2-2 The Wildlife Affected Environment text, Section 3.5.1,
has been updated to better reflect the abundance of birds at
the Minidoka NWR.

2-3 The Western chorus frog was added to the Wildlife
Affected Environment text, Section 3.5.1., and
Ambystoma spelling was corrected.

2-4 The species listed in this comment were updated
appropriately in Table 3.5-1.

2-1
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2-3
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2-5 The text in Section 3.7.1.2, Fish and Other Aquatic
Species, has been updated to reflect the comment.

2-6 Table 3.8-1 describes the affected environment
(existing conditions) on each of the parcels. It does
not designate what areas would be opened or closed
in the future; that is part of the alternatives.

925-4-W: A footnote has been added to the table to
explain that camping is not allowed on the Minidoka
NWR portion of the parcel, but that ad hoc camping
does occur in the area of Bishop's Hole. Alternative
B, the Preferred Alternative, states that no camping
would be allowed at Bishop's Hole. This is explained
in the Environmental Consequences section in
Recreation (Section 3.8.2.2).

825-16-A: The camping mark has been removed from
this parcel on the table since camping is currently not
allowed there. 

925-5-A: Reclamation has observed camping at this
area, so it will remain as such in this table. However,
this parcel would be included in the camping closure
(day use only designation) at Bishop's Hole,
parcel 925-4-W.

925-1-W: A footnote has been added to the table to
indicate that this is the only designated camping area,
and all others are informal camping uses.

2-6
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3—David Parrish, Idaho Department of Fish and Game,
Jerome, Idaho 

3-1 As a management partner for wildlife tracts, IDFG
will be included as a partner in the development of
the Access Management Plan. Reclamation will
include all appropriate agencies and the irrigation
districts in development of this plan.

3-2 Comment noted.

3-3 Comment noted.

3-4 Alternative B, the Preferred Alternative, states that
Reclamation will, "undertake proactive management
to improve/rehabilitate habitat." Part of this includes
re-seeding and working with other agencies to
leverage existing dollars.3-1

3-2
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3-5 Comment noted.

3-6 Alternative B, the Preferred Alternative, states that
Reclamation will, "cancel contracts and renegotiate
a possible new contract or agreement with IDFG."
This negotiation will entail looking at all
appropriate parcels, not just those under existing
contracts. Like IDFG, Reclamation is interested in
pursuing the most effective management course for
habitat improvement.

3-7 Comment noted.

3-8 Public access is not a consideration in parcel
retention/relinquishment and/or disposal decisions.
These decisions are based on project need to meet
project purposes.

3-5
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4—Susan Pengilly Neitzel, State Historic Preservation
Office, Boise, Idaho

4-1 Comment noted.

4-2 This bullet statement has been added as requested.

4-3 The text was changed as requested.

4-4 The Historic Preservation and Maintenance Plan has
been expanded to include consultation with the
FWS and the refuge lands as requested. The
language in the EA was amended accordingly.

4-5 Comment noted.

4-2
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4-6 The text was changed as requested.

4-7 Comment noted.

4-8 The text was changed as requested.

4-9 The conditions under which Reclamation would
consider developing a CRMP are now described in
the EA. Such conditions include considering the
nature of impacts happening to a particular cultural
site or sites, the magnitude of such impacts, and the
National Register quality of the site or sites being
impacted.

4-6
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